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DETAILED ACTION 
Request for Continued Examination 

This Office action is responsive to the Request for Continued Examination (RCE) filed under 37 
CFR § 1 .53(d) for the instant application on 08/22/2007. Applicants have properly set forth the 
RCE, which has been entered into the application, and an examination on the merits follows 
herewith. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1, 3-6, 8-12 and 14-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by Tuli 
(US Patent No. 6,256,651) or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over 
Ramachandra et al. (US Patent No. 6,993,712). 
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Regarding claim 1, Tuli discloses a first level of visually represented information 
comprising steps necessary to complete an objective (col. 1, lines 1-8 especially "To-do" col. 1 
lines 20-40 or "synchronization of a project or assignment" col. 2, lines 4-15 or Figures 5a-5d 
and the related discussion in the disclosure; It would have been clear to the person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made that the objective (projects/assignments) are 
divided into steps (tasks) necessary for completion of the objective (projects/assignments)); 
a second level of visually represented information comprising interrelationships between work 
positions, wherein each of said work positions correspond to one or more workers that work on 
one or more of said steps (col. 1-8 especially =tasks divided between multiple secondary users" 
col. 2, lines 4-15 or Figures 5a-5d and the related discussion in the disclosure; It would have 
been c/ear to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that 
interrelationships between work positions are defined by the division of steps (tasks) among 
work positions/workers (users/employees)); a third level of visually represented information 
comprising tasks each work position must accomplish for said one or more of said steps (col. 1-8 
especially "tasks divided between multiple secondary users... actual workflow line which 
connects tasks which are contingent upon one another" col. 2, lines 4-15 or =Tasks 
which are 'discontinuous', are divided into various segments of time, and spread over the days" 
or =tasks divided between multiple secondary users" col. 2, lines 4-1 5 or Figures 5a-5d and the 
related discussion in the disclosure; It would have been clear to the person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made that steps (tasks) are divided into tasks (segments/tasks 
divided) for each work positions/workers (users/employees)); wherein the first, second, and third 
levels are organized such that the second level is accessible from the first level and the third level 
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is accessible from the second level (col. 1-8 especially Figures 5a-5d and the related discussion 
in the disclosure. It would have been clear to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made that the GUI depicted in the figures visually represents all three levels 
such that they are all accessible from each other. Examiner interprets the term "accessible" in the 
claimed context to mean that it is possible for the primary user to reasonably get from viewing 
the first layer to viewing the second layer to viewing the third level). However, Tuli fails to 
explicitly teach wherein each of work positions are represented by at least one icon corresponds 
to one or more workers within one of a plurality of groups within an organization that work one 
or more of said steps. 

Ramachandran discloses wherein each of work positions are represented by at least one 
icon corresponds to one or more workers within one of a plurality of groups within an 
organization that work one or more of said steps (see col. 5, lines 15-36). It would have been 
obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Tuli and Ramachandran 
before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the time management workflow of Tuli 
to include the system for facilitating user interaction in a browser environment, as taught by 
Ramachandran. One would have been motivated to make such a combination in order to provide 
a high level of user interaction for management organization workflow tool. 

Regarding claim 3, Tuli discloses wherein the third level of visually represented 
information further comprises visually represented sub- steps within the steps that each of said 
work positions is responsible for completing (col. 1-8 especially =tasks divided between multiple 
secondary users ... actual workflow line which connects tasks which are contingent upon one 
another" col. 2, lines 4-15 or =Tasks which are 'discontinuous', are divided into various segments 
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of time, and spread over the days" or =tasks divided between multiple secondary users" col. 2, 
lines 4-1 5 or Figures 5a-5d and the related discussion in the disclosure; It would have been clear- 
to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that steps (tasks) are 
divided into sub-steps (segments/tasks divided) for which each work positions/workers 
(users/employees) is responsible). 

Regarding claim 4, Ramachandran discloses further comprising a fourth level of visually 
represented information comprising a work product and a destination for the work product for 
each sub-step (see col. 5, lines 38-60). 

Regarding claim 5, Ramachandran discloses further comprising a data store having a 
plurality of documents therein, the data store accessible from the fourth level of visually 
represented information (see figure 2A). 

Regarding claim 6, Ramachandran discloses wherein the fourth level of visually 
represented information further comprises interactions of said work positions (see figure 2B). 
Claim 8, differs from claim 1 in that "a second level of externally accessible information for 
each of said major tasks that identifies departments of the organization that must perform at least 
one sub- task to complete each of said major tasks by highlighting icons that correspond to said 
departments as recites on Ramachandran (see col. 10, lines 10-14); a third level of externally 
accessible information for each of said departments that identifies each individual job within said 
departments that must perform said at least one sub-task to complete the major task as recites on 
Ramachandran (see col. 9, Hnes37-54); a fourth level of externally accessible information for 
each of said individual jobs comprising a plurality of specific sub-tasks comprising said at least 
one sub-task needed to complete the major task; and wherein any one of said first through fourth 
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levels are viewed via windows that may be accessed from a preceding or a succeeding level (see 
Ramachandran figure 2C). It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art, 
having the teachings of Tuli and Ramachandran before him at the time the invention was made, 
to modify the time management workflow of Tuli to include the system for facilitating user 
interaction in a browser environment, as taught by Ramachandran. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination in order to provide a high level of user interaction for 
management organization workflow tool. 

Regarding claim 9, Ramachandran discloses further comprising a fifth level of externally 
accessible information for each of said plurality of specific sub-tasks defining at least one 
required work product (see figure 2D). 

Regarding claims 10 and 1 1, Ramachandran discloses further comprising a sixth level of 
externally accessible information having a plurality of documents for each of said fifth levels 
(see col. 16, lines 1-59). 

Regarding claim 12, Tuli discloses a map window having a plurality of major tasks 
organized on a timeline that define how to accomplish the objective, each major task identifying 
specific jobs that have at least one sub-task necessary to complete one of the plurality of major 
tasks (col. 1-8 especially =To-do" col. 1, lines 20-40 or "synchronization of a project or 
assignment" col. 2, lines 4-15 or "tasks divided between multiple secondary users" col. 2, lines 4- 
15 or "Tasks which are 'discontinuous', are divided into various segments of time, and spread 
over the days" or =user is presented with a timetable of when to begin and when to. finish all 
tasks" col. 2, lines 12-30 or Figures 5a-5d and the related discussion in the disclosure;/it would 
have been clear to the person of ordinary skiff in the art at the time the invention was made that 
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the objective (projects/assignments) are divided into a plurality of major tasks (tasks) necessary 
for completion of the objective (projects/assignments), each major task being divided into sub- 
tasks (segments/tasks divided) for each job (user/employee), the time in the map window being 
clear in the bottom haft of at/east one of Figures 5a-5d); a task window for each job identified by 
the map window, the task window including at least one of said sub-tasks organized on the 
timeline, that is needed to complete said one of the plurality of major tasks (CI -8 especially 
"tasks divided between multiple secondary users" col. 2, lines 4-15 or 5a-5d and the related 
discussion in the disclosure); and wherein the task windows are accessible by selecting one of 
the plurality of major tasks from the map window (cl ;8 especially Figures 2a-2b,3-3a,5a-5d and 
the related discussion in the disclosure; Examiner interprets the term "accessible" in the claimed 
context to mean that it is possible for the primary user to reasonably get from viewing the map 
window information to viewing the information task windows. These windows are on the same 
screen). However, Tuli fails to explicitly teach wherein each of the plurality of major tasks 
includes a plurality of icons that represent groups within the organization, wherein members of 
said plurality of icons are highlighted when respective groups have incomplete tasks. 
Ramchandran discloses wherein each of the plurality of major tasks includes a plurality of icons 
that represent groups within the organization, wherein members of said plurality of icons are 
highlighted when respective groups have incomplete tasks (see col. 10, lines 4-33). It would have 
been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Tuli and 
Ramachandran before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the time management 
workflow of Tuli to include the system for facilitating user interaction in a browser environment, 



Application/Control Number: Page 8 

10/657,520 

Art Unit: 2173 

as taught by Ramachandran. One would have been motivated to make such a combination in 
order to provide a high level of user interaction for management organization workflow tool. 

Regarding claim 14, Ramachandran discloses wherein for each of the plurality of major 
tasks at least one of the plurality of icons are selectable by a user that represents specific 
individual jobs or departments that have at least one task to perform to complete one of the 
plurality of major tasks (see figure 2A). 

Regarding claim 15, Ramachandran discloses wherein selecting a highlighted icon leads 
to the task window if the icon represents at least one of said sub-tasks and leads to a second 
plurality of selectable icons if the icon represents the at least one department (see figure 2B). 

Regarding claim 16, Ramachandran discloses wherein the second plurality of icons 
represent specific jobs, and a selectable icon represents a specific job having at least one task to 
perform relating to said one of the plurality of major tasks (see figure 2C). 

Regarding claim 17, Ramachandran discloses wherein each sub-task in the task window 
includes a list that defines how to accomplish each sub-task (see figure 2D). 

Regarding claim 18, Ramachandran discloses wherein each sub-task includes a link to 
one of a plurality of interdependency charts (see col. 14, lines 43-54). 

Regarding claim 19, Ramachandran discloses wherein each of said plurality of 
interdependency charts includes a link to a plurality of documents, the plurality of documents 
accessible by more than one of said plurality of interdependency charts (see col. 15, lines 21-45). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure (see PTO-892). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cao (Kevin) Nguyen whose telephone number is (571)272-4053. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM-5:OOPM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571)272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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